
SDMS Document ID

2009548

Memorandum

To: Jeff Montera, Project Manager

From: Angela Frandsen, Quality Assurance Manager

Reviewed by: Krista Lippoldt, Quality Assurance Coordinator for EPA
Region VIIIRAC JtiV/

Date: September 12, 2002

Subject: Libby CSS QAM checklist for 8/25/02 to 9/7/02

The following summarizes the QA activities that are being verified biweekly by the QAM for
the Libby CSS. These activities are discussed in Section 7 of the CSS Final SAP. This
memorandum covers the above-referenced two-week time period.

1. Field Team Orientation
(QAM will attach the signature page for each orientation )
Number of new field team members: 3 (D. Zambrano, Kent Hankinson, and Victor

Contreras)
Number of field team member orientations: 3. See attached signature list.
Comment: C. Zeliznak who had not signed the form when he was first oriented,

signed the form and faxed it back.

2. Field Form Completion Checks (IFFs and FSDSs)
(QAM will perform a 10% check on completed field forms sent to Helena for evidence that field
team members are doing the required QC checks.)

. Number of IFFs completed: 161 between 8/25 and 9/7/02
Number of IFFs received in Helena: 206 (IFFs shipped to Helena would include those

from 8/22 to 9/5 because they are shipped on Fridays)
Number and percent of IFFs checked by the QAM for completeness and correctness:

24 (11.6%); 2 forms were found with problems (see attached list).
Corrective Action: List of IFF forms with problems sent to CSS Task Leader for

corrective action - see attached list for details on corrective actions taken
Number and percent of IFFs checked by the CSS task leader for completion and

correctness: 162,100%
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Number of FSDSs completed: 250 between 8/25 and 9/7/02
Number of FSDSs received in Helena: 332 (FSDSs shipped to Helena would include

those from 8/22 to 9/5 because they are shipped on Fridays)
Number and percent of FSDSs checked by the QAM for completeness and correctness:

36 (10.8%); no problems found.
Corrective Action Taken: None required.
Number and percent of FSDSs checked by the CSS task leader for completion and

correctness: 261,100%
Comment:

3. Supplemental Verification of Vermiculite Product
(CSS field team leader to notify QAM by email if this occurs)
Number of occurrences of supplemental verification: None
Addresses of verifications: NA

4. Screening Field Checks
(CSS task leader will check 2% of all properties)
Total number of properties sampled up to 9/7/02:1766
Total number and percent of screening field checks performed by task leader: 0

checks during this two week time period; 1.6% of properties have been
checked overall.

Comment: While page 7-2 of the Final SAP does not indicate a specific time frame for
the completion of the 2% checks, the purpose of these checks it is to catch
errors early and retrain field teams if necessary. The CSS TL would like to do
these 2% checks in large blocks, which is more time efficient, but this may not
coincide with the two-week time periods covered in these memoranda. To
achieve a compromise, CSS TL will perform a large block of these checks to
bring the frequency to over 2%, do no checks for a time, and then do another
large block of checks before the frequency falls below 2%.

5. Field Audits
Field audit conducted when and by whom? None.

6. Field QC Samples (July 28 through August 10, 2002)
Field Duplicates (1/20)

Number of field samples collected: 565
Number of duplicates collected: 30
Ratio: 1.06/20

Equipment Blanks (I/day)
Number of days soil sampling occurred: 8
Number of equipment blanks collected: 8
Ratio: I/day
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Aqueous Rinsates (I/day, 3 different weeks throughout field season)
Number of days expected to collect rinsates during the time frame: 0
Number of rinsates collected: 0
Ratio: NA
Next time period rinsates expected to be collected: October (week not specified

at this time)
Total number of rinsates collected since sampling began: 12

Comment:

Preparation Duplicates (1/20)
Number of samples prepared by the CDM laboratory: 720
Number of preparation duplicates collected: 40
Ratio: 1.11/20

Preparation Blanks (I/day)
Number of days that samples were prepared by the CDM laboratory: 6
Number of preparation blanks collected: 6
Ratio: I/day

Comment:

SEM/IR Splits (first 500 samples: 1/5 of IR < 0.5%, 1/10 of IR > 0.5% and > 1%)
Total number of samples < 0.5%: None yet
Number and percent of SEM/IR splits: None yet
Total number of samples > 0.5% and > 1%: None yet
Number and percent of SEM/IR splits: None yet

Comment: No laboratory yet under contract to perform soil analysis, either for IR or
SEM. Anni Autio (laboratory coordinator) in charge of arranging this once
laboratories are subcontracted.

7. Data Entry Checks (10% of Volpe data entry)
Number of data entries: None (no analytical results)
Number and percent of data entries checked: None (no analytical results - data entry

to be checked after analytical data are uploaded into database)
Name of person(s) checking data entries: NA at this time

8. Data Validation
Number of samples validated and reviewed and by whom: None, no analytical

results yet
Number of sample results rejected: 0 out of 0

9. CDM Document Review
Documents issued to the client: Final SAP Addendum for the Stimson Lumber

Company Area (9/2/02)
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Which ones required Editorial Review and was review conducted? Final SAP, only
minor changes were noted, form not signed, no corrective action deemed
necessary

Which ones required Technical Review and was review conducted? Final SAP, Yes
Which ones required QA review and was review conducted? Final SAP, Yes

Field Record of Deviation/Request for Modification forms completed and sent to EPA
for approval: No new forms submitted to EPA.

Overall Comments: - .

cc: Jim Christiansen, EPA
Mary Goldade, EPA
Mark Raney, Volpe
Krista Lippoldt, CDM
Dee Warren, CDM
Dave Schroeder, CDM
Terry Keller, CDM
George DeLullo, CDM

'';
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SEP.13.3082 i:19PM CDM

.5 INFORMATION FIELD FORM (continued)

Address: Ml2> I

NO. 979 p. 3/4

Data Item Value Notes [ I

CONTAMINANT SCREENING STUDY ASSESSMPNT I 1
I 11

Occupant Information f If
_ I1 II

Is there any knowledge of former miners,
close relative of miners, or any highly
exposed persons living or visiting the
property?

Is the resident, pact or present,
diagnosed with an asbestos related
disease?

Yea (NO )̂
Unknown

Yes,. /No)

UnKnown

| Indoor Information I |

DOBS the interior have Zonollte attic
insulation?

Did the interior ever have Zonojfte attic
Insulation?

Are there vermiculite additives In any of
the building materials?

Ye^ (JT)

Unfapwn

Ye? @>

Unknown NA

Yes (No")

Unknown

I ,

NA applies if attic currently hal Zm.

II:
Outdoor Information 1!

Is there any evidence of primary source
materials at or near the property?

Could this have been tracked indoors or
otherwise spread outdoors on the
property?

J^ j&(£^\tf*'
Unknown

/

@ («S? c^ ^/Ifr
Unknown

-^5te Adaui-HoncJL | II
C4rr\r**er*tS @ ̂ Il/Jk-

r ' . . . I F U
. 1 Overall Assessment | I!

Are primary source materials present at
the property?

Where are primary source materials
located?

yes /ftfo)

'inside Outside
[ i— i_r- *

Both (%)

1 1

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION \JO ^A\ DH^/fT tf5 fOQ ^ TRfiff 1$ *pOiMft \)?At 'wl Ct J.lf &. |U

VH iWd , ))u\ f\ i<» t>j/fiA/iW fV-M ffA Uf^UrfAj>f?0p2. 5isu-^l,.->4 ^«?JH|
^_i«.rrajc,re^ k. ^^&ot"-.%,.j ir<y»at> rKvsch |~s ^J ̂  tod it ft^f^t " / *a£' I7- [1

Ou<r_ Aet* . m«n.L O^Lx'̂ ^ P>e gT^//? • ' ' <! | U •
1 ' • T I I •

' 1 I '
Page 51



SEP. 13.2002 1.-20PM CDM

CSS INFORMATION FIELD FORM (continued)

Address:

NO.979 P.4/4

Data lt»m I Value Notes f ||

INDOOR ASSESSMENT ; { ||

Varmicullte insulation Past or Present

Evidence of Physical Damage?

Evidence of Water Damage?

Attic: Yes /fJo\NA Unknown

Walls: Yeaf No NA Unknown

Basement: Y« No NA Unknown

Xfrawl Space; Ye; Njf NA Unknown

Other.

/Yep No

/las) No

Ifvisual confirmation of current I If
presence or absence required wr If
attic. If II

^^Alf/i/7 M/̂ iWr'
* I I

OUTDOOR ASSESSMENT . T' I II
1 * f ^*. 1' If

Mbby Amphlbqle Sources Present

Proximity to other Properties with
Potential Sources of Libby Arnphiboles

garden: Yes No My

Yard: fep No NA
0*>» tHl-OZ.

Stockpiles: Yes (Ncj)NA

j Next door

Within same block

1 Other: ..

^

*vfo)iTrf*7i\yr'/V/frcfw*

f jj

1)
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